Although the numerical results for total capture rates change, the relative differences between LFG and shell model are not much affected. The main trends remain the same and so do our conclusions.
An input error in the sign of the muon binding energy was made in the calculations for 16 O, 40 Ca and 208 Pb in our paper. Hence an incorrect energy balance affects table 4 and figs. 4, 6 and 8 published therein. This error is corrected in the table and in the figures presented on the following pages.
Although the numerical results for total capture rates change, the relative differences between LFG and shell model are not much affected. The main trends remain the same and so do our conclusions.
It should also be noted another error in table 2 in the r LS entry of WS2 parametrization for 208 Pb, which should read 1.21, consistently with WS1. a e-mail: amaro@ugr.es
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